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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, see Amendment, filed 03/09/2007, with respect to the rejection(s) 
of claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-12, 14, 17, 25-27 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Steinberg et al. (US 6,433,818) in view of Hunter (US 6,738,572) have been fully considered and 
are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new non-final action set forth below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hunter (US 
6,738,572). 

The applied reference has a common assignee with the instant application. Based upon 
the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art under 35 U.S.C. 
102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome either by a showing under 37 
CFR 1.132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in the reference was derived from the 
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inventor of this application and is thus not the invention "by another," or by an appropriate 
showing under 37 CFR 1.131. 

Regarding claim 1, Hunter discloses an image capturing device, comprising: 

a memory storing an enable state variable (smart card 104 stores data relating to 
permitted camera functions which are normally enabled, figure 2, column 4, lines 43-65); 

a wireless receiver (receiver 110, figure 2, column 4, lines 50-65); 

a processor configured to communicate with said memory and with said wireless 
receiver, with said processor further being configured to disable said image capturing device for 
image capturing device operation in response to said wireless receiver receiving said wirelessly 
transmitted disable command (disable module 106 is configured to communicate with smart card 
104 and receiver 1 10, and to disable camera's function in response to receipt of signal 
transmitted by a transmitter 1 16, figure 2, column 4, lines 43-65). 

Regarding claim 4, Hunter discloses a removable media interface (smart card reader 102, 
figure 2, column 4, lines 43-49) and a removable medium (smart card 104, figure 2, column 4, 
lines 43-49) plugged into said removable media interface. 

Regarding claim 5, Hunter discloses a removable memory medium (smart card 104, 
figure 2, column 4, lines 43-49). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 2, 4-5, 9-12, 14, 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Steinberg et al. (US 6,433,818) in view of Watanabe et al. (US 2002/0039479). 

Regarding claim 1, Steinberg et al. discloses an image capturing device, comprising: 
a memory (Smart card for storing user access password, figure 4, column 4, lines 32-44) 
storing an enable state variable; 

a wireless receiver (receiver 30, figure 2, column 3, lines 50-60); 

a processor (processor 32, figures 2, 5, column 3, lines 50-67, column 4, line 45 - column 
5, line 1 1) configured to communicate with said memory and with said wireless receiver. 

Steinberg et al. fails to specifically discloses said processor further being configured to 
disable said image capturing device for image capturing device operation in response to said 
wireless receiver receiving said wirelessly transmitted disable command. However, Watanabe et 
al. teaches the wireless communication device 76 of camera 10 can receive an image-capturing 
condition of restricting an image-capturing process, figure 2, page 4, paragraphs [0054], [0056]). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the device in Steinberg et al. by the teaching of Watanabe et al. in order to 
control the use of a camera in certain specified locations where the use of the camera is restricted 
or prohibited. 
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Regarding claim 2, Steinberg et al. discloses an input/output port capable of 
communicating with an external device (bus 34, 26, 38, figure 2, column 3, lines 50-67). 

Regarding claims 4, 14, Steinberg et al. discloses a removable media interface (card slot 
16, figure 2) and a removable medium (Smart Card, column 4, lines 33-44) plugged into said 
removable media interface. 

Regarding claim 5, Steinberg et al. discloses a removable memory medium (Smart Card, 
column 4, lines 33-44). 

Regarding claim 9, Steinberg et al. discloses a temporary enable state variable that 
overrides said enable state variable when said temporary enable state variable is set to the disable 
state (column 4, line 45 - column 5, line 1 1). 

Claims 10-12 are method claims of apparatus claims 1-2. Therefore, claims 10-12 are 
rejected for the reason given in claims 1-2, 

Regarding claim 17, Steinberg et al. discloses checking a temporary state variable to see 
if said image capturing device is temporarily disabled, wherein image capturing operations are 
performed if said enable state variable is set to an enable state and if said temporary enable 
variable is set to an enable state (column 4, line 45 - column 5, line 11). 



Application/Control Number: 10/073,764 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2622 

6. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Steinberg et al. 
(US 6,433,818) in view of Watanabe et al. (US 2002/0039479) further in view of Limsico (US 
6,662,228). 

Regarding claim 8, Steinberg et al. and Watanabe et al. fail to specifically disclose a 
dongle, with said dongle including circuitry that enables said image capturing device. However, 
the use of a dongle is well known in the art as taught by Limsico (column 3, lines 1-9). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the device in Steinberg et al and Hunter by the teaching of Limsico in order 
to secure a device from unauthorized access. 

7. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Miyazawa 
(JP 2000-350132) in view of Savitzky et al. (US 6,571,271). 

Regarding claim 25, Miyazawa discloses an image capturing device having a 
corresponding image capturing device identifier, said image capturing device comprising: 

a first storage device (ID-ROM 21a, figure 2, see abstract, paragraph [0035]) storing an 
enable state variable; 

a processor (system controller 21, figure 2, see abstract) configured to communicate with 
first storage device; 

Miyazawa fails to specifically discloses a second storage device storing an image capture 
device identifier, wherein said second storage device comprises a removable memory; a 
processor configured to determine whether said image capturing device identifier stored in said 
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second storage device matches said image capturing device identifier that corresponds to said 
image capturing device, and set a state of the enable state variable to an enable state in response 
to determining that said image capturing device identifier stored in said second storage device 
matches said image capturing device identifier that corresponds to said image capturing device. 

However, Miyazawa discloses the electronic camera 1, which is provided with an ID- 
ROM 21a that stores identification information specific to the electronic camera 1, an IEEE 1394 
terminal Tl to which the identification information is entered, a system controller 21 that 
discriminates matching between the entered identification information and the identification 
information stored in the ID-ROM 21a and regulates reading of image data from the built-in 
memory 17 by the memory control circuit by the memory control circuit 16 based on the result 
of discrimination, figure 2, abstract). Miyazawa does not disclose the entered identification 
information is stored in a removable memory. However, Savitzky et al. teaches that the camera 
identifier is stored in a memory card 502 (figure 5, column 4, lines 7-20). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the device in Miyazawa by the teaching of Savitzky et al. in order to let an user easier 
when using a rental camera, he or she does not have to remember the identifier of a rental camera 
when operating the rental camera since the identifier of the camera is stored in a removable 
memory card. 

8. Claims 26-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Miyazawa 
(JP 2000-350132) in view of Savitzky et al. (US 6,571,271) further in view of Watanabe et al. 
(US 2002/0039479). 
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Regarding claim 26, Miyazawa and Savitzky et al. fail to disclose a wireless receiver 
capable of receiving a wirelessly transmitted disable command. However, Watanabe et al. 
teaches the wireless communication device 76 of camera 10 can receive an image-capturing 
condition of restricting an image-capturing process, figure 2, page 4, paragraphs [0054], [0056]). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the device in Steinberg et al. by the teaching of Watanabe et al. in order to 
control the use of a camera in certain specified locations where the use of the camera is restricted 
or prohibited. 

Regarding claim 27, Watanabe et al. discloses the processor further configured to 
communicate with said wireless receiver, and disable said image capturing device for image for 
image capturing device operation in response to said wireless receiver receiving said wirelessly 
transmitted disable command (figure 2, page 4, paragraphs [0054], [0056]). 

Allowable Subject Matter 
9. Claims 6-7 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
Regarding claim 6, the prior art of the record fails to show or fairly suggest an image 
capture device comprising wherein said removable memory medium comprises a second 
memory communicating with said connector and storing a second enable state variable; wherein 
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said second enable state variable is loaded into said image capturing device and enables or 
disables said image capturing device. 

Claim 7 is allowable for the reason given in claim 6. 

Conclusion 



10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LUONG T. NGUYEN whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7315. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, DAVID L. OMETZ can be reached on (571) 272-7593. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




